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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Original claims 1-29 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: "interchangeable" is 
misspelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 28 recites the limitation "the user device interface means" in line 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 5 and 29 are under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ponna, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,735,625. 
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As per claim 1, Ponna teaches a method for providing a user controlled and automated 
migration of a client computer using a deployment framework with update tools, comprising the 
steps of: 

determining user migration specifications for a client computer using information 
received from a user through a user migration control interface coupled to the deployment 
framework (fig. 1; col. 3, lines 36-51; col. 4, lines 23-32; col. 5, line 51 - col. 6, line 6); 

checking the migration compliance of the client computer that is associated with the user 
(col. 7, lines 20-25 & 40-52); 

generating a client computer profile based on the migration compliance of the client 
computer and the user migration specifications (col. 7, lines 26-39; col. 7, line 53 - col. 8, line 
10); 

receiving an electronic approval from the user via the user migration control interface to 
initiate the migration of the client computer (col. 8, lines 1 1-22); and 

migrating the client computer as predetermined by the client computer profile using 
update tools connected to the deployment framework (col. 8, lines 1 1-22). 

As per claim 2, Ponna teaches the step of checking the migration compliance further 
comprises the step of collecting an inventory of the client computer's hardware and software (col. 
7, lines 40-52). 

As per claim 5, Ponna teaches the step of migrating of the client computer farther 
comprises the step of installing user requested software (col. 8, lines 1 1-22). 
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As per claim 29, since Ponna teaches the method of claim 1, Ponna teaches the claimed 

article. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 3, 4, 6-14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ponna, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Flam et al., U.S. Pub. No. 
2004/0133610 ("Flam"). 

As per claim 4, Ponna does not expressly teach the step of enabling the user to register 
for migration services via a web-enabled interface. Flam teaches a step of enabling a user to 
login via a web-enabled interface (par. 0053). At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious, in view of Flam, to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate web-enabled login to 
Ponna 5 s method. Such web-enabled login is well known in the art for allowing a user to login 
remotely. 

As per claim 3, Flam teaches the step of creating a traceable registration that uniquely 
identifies the user associated with a client computer profile (par. 0053). 

As per claim 6, supplying user training for migrated computer software and hardware is 
well known in the art for getting users up to speed. 

As per claim 7, Flam teaches the step of backing up user specific data located on 
the client computer (par. 0041). 
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As per claim 8, Flam teaches the step of restoring user specific data after updated client 
computer software has been loaded (par. 0043). 

As per claim 9, Flam teaches the step of enabling a user to select whether a software 
refresh or a wipe and load is performed on the user's client computer (pars. 0044-0046). 

As per claim 10, enabling a user to select a default settings for an upgrade is well known 
in the art. 

As per claim 11, presenting a completion survey to the user is well known in the art for 
obtaining user feedback. 

As per claim 12, Flam teaches the step of tracking the progress of the client computer's 
migration for viewing by the user (par. 0062). 

As per claim 13, Ponna teaches the step of collecting an inventory of the client 
computer's hardware and software using an inventory plug-in (col. 7, lines 40-52). 

As per claim 14, Flam teaches the step of receiving approval for the user controlled 
migration from business management and technical management personnel (par. 0043 & 0058). 

As per claim 16, Flam teaches the step of allowing migration of the client computer to be 
interrupted by the user (par. 0053). 

9. Claims 17-20 and 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ponna, U.S. Patent No. 6,735,625, in view of Flam et al, U.S. Pub. No. 2004/0133610 ("Flam"). 

As per claim 17, Ponna teaches a method for providing a user controlled and automated 
migration of a client computer using a deployment framework with update tools, comprising the 
steps of: 
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determining user migration specifications for a client computer using information 
received from a user through a user migration control interface coupled to the deployment 
framework (fig. 1; col. 3, lines 36-51; col. 4, lines 23-32; col. 5, line 51 - col. 6, line 6); 

checking the migration compliance of the client computer that is associated with the user 
(col. 7, lines 20-25 & 40-52); 

generating a client computer profile based on the migration compliance of the client 
computer and the user migration specifications (col. 7, lines 26-39; col. 7, line 53 - col. 8, line 
10); 

receiving an electronic approval from the user via the user migration control interface to 
initiate the migration of the client computer (col. 8, lines 1 1-22); and 

migrating the client computer as predetermined by the client computer profile using 
update tools connected to the deployment framework (col. 8, lines 1 1-22). 

However, Ponna does not expressly teach receiving approval from management 
personnel responsible to for the user. Flam teaches receiving approval for migration from 
management personnel other than the user (par. 0043). At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the teachings of Flam to include 
receiving approval from management personnel in Ponna' s method, as requiring management 
approval is common business practice. 

As per claim 18, Flam teaches the step of receiving approval for user controlled 
migration from management personnel responsible for the user further comprises the step of 
receiving approval from the technical management personnel responsible for the user (par. 
0058). 
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As per claim 19, Flam teaches the step of receiving approval for user controlled 
migration from management personnel responsible for the user further comprises the step of 
routing the client computer profile through the deployment framework to management personnel 
for approval (par. 0058). 

As per claim 20, Ponna teaches a device for providing user controlled and automated 
migration of a user's client computer, comprising: 

a deployment framework that enables user controlled migration of a client computer over 
a computer network (col. 5, lines 31-38); 

a user migration control interface in the deployment framework that controls the 
migration of the client computer via an electronic approval from the user (fig. 1; col. 3, lines 36- 
51; col. 4, lines 23-32); 

a plurality of update tools coupled to the deployment framework to perform migration 
operations (col. 8, lines 1 1-22); 

a communications module for the deployment framework, configured to route approvals 
from the user (col. 4, lines 33-54; col. 8, lines 1 1-22); and 

an account infrastructure in communication with the deployment framework, configured 
to collect an inventory for the computer hardware and software associated with a user (col. 7, 
lines 40-52). 

However, Ponna does not expressly teach receiving approval migration from 
management and technical personnel responsible to for the user. Flam teaches receiving 
approval for migration from management personnel other than the user (pars. 0043 & 0058). At 
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the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply 
the teachings of Flam to include receiving approval from management personnel in Ponna's 
method, as requiring management approval is common business practice. 

As per claim 22, Flam teaches a plurality of web pages to provide control of the 
deployment framework by the user (figs. 3-13). 

As per claim 23, Ponna teaches an active directory component that enables interaction 
with the plurality of update tools (col. 8, lines 23-42). 

As per claim 24, Flam teaches recording approvals for hardware upgrades from 
applicable business management and technical personnel who are responsible for the user (pars. 
0043 & 0058). 

As per claim 25, Flam teaches the plurality of update tools further comprise an update 
tool selected from the group consisting of an inventory management tool, a data backup tool, a 
data restore tool, and a custom software distribution tool (col. 8, lines 1 1-22). 

As per claim 26, Ponna teaches routing logic to ensure that the appropriate business 
management and technical approvals have been received (col. 4, lines 33-54). 

10. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ponna as applied 
to claim 1 above, and further in view of Daynes et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,715,144 ("Daynes"). 

As per claim 15, Ponna does not expressly teach the plurality of update tools can be 
interchangeable software plug-ins. Daynes teaches using plug-ins for providing additional 
functionality to an application (col. 5, line 56 - col. 6, line 20). At the time of the invention in 
view of Daynes' teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
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Ponna method may to be adapted to use update tools in the form of software plug-ins, as plug-ins 
are well known in the art for providing additional functions to an application. 

11. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ponna/Flam as 
applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Dynes et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,715,144 
("Daynes"). 

As per claim 21, Ponna does not expressly teach the plurality of update tools can be 
interchangeable software plug-ins. Daynes teaches using plug-ins for providing additional 
functionality to an application (col. 5, line 56 - col. 6, line 20). At the time of the invention in 
view of Daynes' teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
Ponna method may to be adapted to use update tools in the form of software plug-ins, as plug-ins 
are well known in the art for providing additional functions to an application. 

12. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ponna, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,735,625, in view of Flam et al., U.S. Pub. No. 2004/0133610 ("Flam") and 
Daynes et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,715,144 ("Daynes"). 

As per claim 27, Ponna teaches a device for providing user controlled and automated 
migration of a user's client computer, comprising: 

a deployment framework means for controlling migration of a client computer over a 
computer network (col. 5, lines 31-38); 
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a user migration control interface means in the deployment framework for controlling the 
migration of the client computer via an electronic approval from the user (fig. 1; col. 3, lines 36- 
51; col. 4, lines 23-32); 

a plurality of update tools coupled to the deployment framework for performing 
migration operations (col. 8, lines 1 1-22); 

a communications means for the deployment framework, configured for routing 
approvals from the user (col. 4, lines 33-54; col. 8, lines 1 1-22); and 

an account infrastructure means in communication with the deployment framework, for 
collecting an inventory for the computer hardware and software associated with a user (col. 7, 
lines 40-52). 

However, Ponna does not expressly teach receiving approval migration from 
management and technical personnel responsible to for the user. Flam teaches receiving 
approval for migration from management personnel other than the user (pars. 0043 & 0058). At 
the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply 
the teachings of Flam to include receiving approval from management personnel in Ponna's 
method, as requiring management approval is common business practice. 

Ponna does not expressly teach the plurality of update tools can be interchangeable 
software plug-ins. Daynes teaches using plug-ins for providing additional functionality to an 
application (col. 5, line 56 - col. 6, line 20). At the time of the invention in view of Daynes' 
teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Ponna/Flam's 
method may to be adapted to use update tools in the form of software plug-ins, as plug-ins are 
well known in the art for providing additional functions to an application. 
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As per claim 28, Flam teaches a plurality of web pages to provide control of the 
deployment framework by the user (figs. 3-13). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Albert Wang whose telephone number is 571-272-3669. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30 - 6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on 571-272-3667. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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